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1 as a 30 (b) (6) witness or in your individual capacity? 
2 No. Jus t revie\..,ing I -- I did review some 
, 3 deposition transcripts. 
4 Q When did you review those deposition 
5 transcripts? 
6 
7 
A 
Q 
Yesterday. 
What case or cases were those deposition 
8 transcripts from? 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Geico vs. Google and eNG vs . Google. 
Any other cases? 
NO. 
Okay. American Blinds? 
I don r t believe so. There I may have 
14 reviewed a couple of pages from· it here and there, but 
15 I -- I don't believe I reviewed the actual -- the full 
16 t~anscript on that one. 
17 
18 
19 
Q 
l\. 
Q 
What about American Airlines? 
No . 
Do you remember ho"! many deposition 
20 transcripts you reviewed either in total or in part? 
A 
Q 
A 
Yes . 
How many? 
I believe ·three. So the yeah. 
21 
22 
23 
24 Q So, from the Geico case, do you remember how 
25 many you reviewed? 
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Yes. One. 
Whose deposition 111aS that? 
Rose Hagan. 
From the eNG "Case, how many depositions did 
Page 21 . 
5 you review? 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14-
15 
Q 
ll.. 
Q 
One. 
And ",hose deposition >las that? 
Rose Hagan . 
And from the American Blind case, you said you 
may have reviewed pages --
A I -- I may have. I'm -- I'm not sure . 
Q Do you have a recollection as to what 
deposition you may have reviewed? 
A Yes. Rose Hagan. 
Q Other than Rose Hagan's depositions, did you 
16 review depositions of any other witnesses? 
17 
18 
A 
Q 
No. 
Did you review the deposition of Larry Page 
19 from the American Bl inds case? 
20 
21 
22 
23 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
No. 
And you revie\\led those transcripts yesterday? 
Yes. 
Okay. Is that the same for the other 
24 documents that you identified? Did you revie", those all 
25 yesterday? 
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